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Curvature of the Completion of the Space of Sasakian Potentials.
Thomas Franzinetti
Abstract
Given a compact Sasakian manifold, we endow the space of the Sasakian potentials with an
analogue of Mabuchi metric. We show that its metric completion is negatively curved in the
sense of Alexandrov.
1 Introduction
After being introduced in 1960 by S. Sasaki [52] and then studied in the early 70s, Sasakian manifolds
seem to have been more or less neglected until the early 90s. One can mention a paper by T.
Friedrich and I. Kath published in 1990 [35] in which they gave a first classification result about
Sasakian manifolds. From 1993 onwards, C. Boyer, K. Galicki and B. Mann have made important
contributions to the understanding of the geometry and topology of Sasakian manifolds [11, 12, 7].
The year 1998 is a key milestone for Sasakian geometry: the influential paper by J. Maldacena [48]
who first proposed the AdS/CFT correspondance marked a significant regain of interest in Sasakian
geometry. Indeed, manifolds that are product of anti-de Sitter space with Sasakian manifolds play
a crucial role in AdS/CFT correspondance [2, 51, 50]. Finding examples, obstructions or sufficient
conditions for the existence of Sasaki-Einstein metrics (i.e. Sasakian metrics for which the Ricci
tensor is proportional to the metric) has led to a large exploration of Sasakian geometry [8, 9, 37,
50, 38, 10]. As Einstein metrics are very particular versions of constant scalar curvature metrics or
even extremal metrics [15, 13] it seems natural to study these more general metrics in the Sasakian
world.
Recall that a Sasakian manifold (M,g) is an odd dimensional Riemannian manifold whose metric
cone C(M) = (R∗+ ×M,dr
2 + r2g) is Kähler. This synthetic description hides the extremely rich
structure of Sasakian manifolds. In particular, M , which can be identified with the link {r = 1} ⊂
C(M), is a contact manifold with contact form η = 2dc log(r). It defines a contact bundle ker η on
which 12dη is a transverse Kähler form. Here, d = ∂+∂ is the usual decomposition of the differential
operator on a Kähler manifold and dc is defined as dc = i2 (∂ − ∂). Any Sasakian manifold is
endowed with a special vector field: the Reeb vector field ξ which is the restriction of J(r∂r) to
the link {r = 1}. Here J denotes the complex structure on the Kähler metric cone C(M). The
restriction Φ of J to the transverse distribution ker η is called a transverse complex structure. We
call (ξ, η,Φ) a Sasaki structure.
As a Sasakian manifold is traped between its Kähler metric cone and its Kähler transverse
structure, one can expect that these special metrics we are looking for are closely related to their
Kähler counterparts. Kähler-Einstein metrics (i.e. Kähler metrics with Ricci form proportional to
the metric itself) have been at the core of intense research over the past forty years [4, 23, 24, 25, 36,
54, 55, 57]. This problem boils down to a non-linear second order PDE: a Monge-Ampère equation
[43]. Kähler-Einstein metrics are examples of constant scalar curvature metrics. The constant scalar
curvature Kähler (cscK) metric problem of looking for cscK metrics was initiated by E. Calabi [16]
and it boils down to a fourth order equation [1], it also led to several works (mention for example
[6, 5, 34]) until recent major breakthrough by X. Chen and J. Cheng [20, 22, 21]. The strudy of
cscK metrics requires a deep understanding of the geometry of the space of Kähler metrics in a given
Kähler class on a Kähler manifold (X,ω) [33, 53], identified with:
H(X,ω) = {φ ∈ C∞(X) |ωφ := ω + dd
cφ > 0} . (1)
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Given the Mabuchi metric [47] on the tangent space at a given φ ∈ H(X,ω) as being:
〈ψ1, ψ2〉φ =
∫
M
(ψ1ψ2)ω
n
φ for ψ1, ψ2 ∈ TφH(X,ω) ≃ C
∞(X), (2)
one can consider geodesics between two elements of H(X,ω). X. Chen and his collaborators worked
intensively in this direction [18, 17, 27, 19, 26] proving in particular that this infinite dimensional
space is a path metric space with C1,1 geodesics. Note that the regularity of geodesics have been
improved to C1,1 by Chu-Tosatti-Weinkove [28]. T. Darvas then consequently refined the study of
the geometry of the space of Kähler metrics [30, 31, 32] especially identifying its metric completion
with a space of weighted finite energy class E2(X,ω) (previously introduced in [42]) and showing
that it is non-positively curved in the sense of Alexandrov. For further references and details about
E2(X,ω), we refer to [43].
Theses advances in the Kähler setting were truly inspirational for the Sasaki setting. In [49, 50,
37, 9], Sasaki-Einstein metrics are studied while constant scalar curvature Sasaki metrics are studied
in [46, 29, 56, 41]. In this concern, people considered the space of potentials:
H(M, ξ, dη) = {φ ∈ C∞B (M), dη + dd
cφ > 0} ,
where C∞B (M) is the space of smooth basic functions (ie smooth functions which are invariant under
the Reeb flow). As we will explain in Section 2.2, any potential in H(M, ξ, dη) defines a new Sasaki
structure on M . This infinite dimensional space, whose tangent space at any φ ∈ H(M, ξ, dη) is
identified with C∞B (M) is endowed with a Riemannian structure, analogue of the Mabuchi metric
[40, 41]:
〈ψ1, ψ2〉φ =
∫
M
(ψ1ψ2) η ∧ (dη + dd
cφ)n.
P. Guan and X. Zhang [40, 41] proved the existence of C1,1 geodesics (Proposition 4.5) using a
Monge-Ampère type re-formulation for the geodesic equation (see Sections 3.1 and 4.2). They also
showed that the Riemannian structure on the tangent space of H(M, ξ, dη) induces a metric d on
H(M, ξ, dη):
d(φ0, φ1) := inf
{∫ 1
0
√〈
φ˙t, φ˙t
〉
φt
dt ; t 7→ φt is a smooth path joining φ0 to φ1
}
.
This definition of d is natural but showing that this is indeed a distance is not as easy as for finite
dimensional manifolds. W. He and J. Li generalised most of the geometrical results known in the
Kähler case to Sasaki setting [45] allowing W. He to extend X. Chen and J. Cheng result for constant
scalar curvature Sasakian metrics [44]. W. He and J. Li [44] then used pluripotential theory to study
the metric completion of (H(M, ξ, dη), d) and its geometry. Using C. Van Coevering work [56], they
basically generalized the results known in the Kähler setting [43]. In their study of the geometry
of H(M, ξ, dη), energy classes will play a crucial role. The first energy class to be considered is
E(M, ξ, dη). This is the space of all quasi-plurisubharmonic functions with full Monge-Ampère mass(
i.e.
∫
M
η ∧ (dη + ddcφ)n =
∫
M
η ∧ dηn
)
. Building on this one can consider the energy class:
E2(M, ξ, dη) :=
{
φ ∈ E(M, ξ, dη) ;
∫
M
(φ2)η ∧ (dη + ddcφ)n <∞
}
.
We refer to [45, 56], to Section 4.1 and to Section 4.3 for the notions of quasi-plurisubharmonicity
and these energy classes. Our main result states as follows:
Theorem A. The metric completion, E2(M, ξ, dη), of (H(M, ξ, dη), d) is negatively curved in the
sense of Alexandrov.
We organise this note as follows: we first recall, in Section 2, some definitions about Sasakian
manifolds in order to fix notations. Then we define the set of Sasakian potentials H(M, ξ, dη) and
give a geometrical interpretation of this space (Proposition 2.8). Section 3 is devoted to introduce
the analogue of the Mabuchi metric on H(M, ξ, dη). In Section 3.1 we give equivalent formulations
for the geodesic equation allowing to weaken the notion of geodesics. Finally, in Section 4 we prove
Theorem A.
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2 Sasakian Geometry and Smooth Potentials
This section starts with some preliminaries in Sasakian Geometry: we fix notations and then define
the space of Sasakian potentials. We refer to [9] for an extensive study of Sasakian manifolds.
2.1 Sasakian Manifolds
We consider (M, ξ, η,Φ, g) a compact real smooth manifold of dimension 2n + 1, where (M, ξ, η) is
a contact manifold (i.e. η is a contact form and ξ the Reeb vector field: η(ξ) = 1 and ιξdη = 0), g
is a Riemannian metric and Φ a (1, 1)-tensor field with the following compatibility conditions:
Φ ◦ Φ = −1TM + ξ ⊗ η ; g ◦ (Φ⊗ 1TM) =
1
2
dη ; g ◦ (Φ⊗ Φ) = g − η ⊗ η.
Note that η ◦Φ = 0 ; Φ(ξ) = 0 and g is completely determined by η and Φ:
g = η ⊗ η +
1
2
dη ◦ (1TM ⊗ Φ). (3)
A Sasakian Manifold is such a manifold with an additional integrability condition. The purpose
of the next section is to formulate this condition on the symplectization of M .
2.1.1 Metric Cone
Given such a manifold (M, ξ, η,Φ, g), one can construct a metric cone C(M,η) (called symplectiza-
tion), also denoted C(M) if there is no ambiguity (see [3, Appendix 4 - E]):
C(M,η) := {α ∈ T ⋆xM,x ∈M | kerα = ker ηx , α and ηx defining the same orientation}
This set is furnished with a symplectic structure which is basically the restriction of dτ to C(M,η) ⊂
T ⋆M where τ is the canonical one-form on the cotangent bundle. We have a canonical identification
of C(M,η) with M × R⋆+:
C(M,η) −→M × R⋆+
α ∈ T ⋆xM 7−→ (x,
√
α(ξx)) =: (x, r).
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In C(M,η), one has the so called canonical identification M ≃ {r = 1} ⊂ C(M). We have a
projection map:
pir : C(M,η)→ {r = 1} .
From now on, we consider M as being {r = 1}, and assume that M is furnished with (ξ, η,Φ, g) as
in Section 2.1. Let gC := dr
2 + r2(pi⋆rg) be a metric on C(M,η). For this metric, we let ψ be the
gradient of r
2
2 and we extend the Reeb vector field: ξ = (ξ, 0). Using these two vector fields and the
canonical identification, we define an almost complex structure on C(M,η) ≃M ×R⋆+:{
Iψ = ξ
I(Y, 0) = (Φ(Y ), 0)− η(Y )ψ, where Y is a tangent vector to M.
If the almost complex structure I on C(M) is integrable, then we call (ξ, η,Φ, g) a Sasakian structure.
We say that M is a Sasakian manifold if it can be endowed with a Sasakian structure. In particular,
given a Sasakian manifold, the almost complex structure defined above is upgraded to a Kähler
structure. The next proposition outlines this Kähler structure:
Proposition 2.1 ([9, Section 6.5]). LetM be a Sasakian manifold. Set η := pi⋆rη and ωC :=
1
2d(r
2η).
Then, (C(M), gC , ωC , I) is a Kähler manifold. Moreover, η = 2d
c log(r) = 2
r
dcr and ωC = dd
c
(
r2
2
)
.
2.1.2 Kähler Cone
The complex structure, defined in Section 2.1.1, on the symplectization of a Sasakian manifold is
actually a Kähler structure. Here, we first define what we call a Kähler cone metric and then state
a correspondence between these special Kähler metrics and Sasakian structures.
Definition 2.2. Given a complex manifold (C, I), a Kähler cone metric on (C, I) is a (1, 1)-form of
the form ddc
(
r2
2
)
where r : C → R⋆+ is a positive function such that {r = 1} is compact and such
that:
1. ddc
(
r2
2
)
is Kähler,
2. The radial vector field ψ := ∇( r
2
2 ) is holomorphic with respect to I (i.e. LψI = 0),
3. gC(ψ,ψ) = r
2.
Here, gC stands for the Riemannian metric associated to dd
c
(
r2
2
)
and ∇ stands for the gradient
according to gC . We say that such a C is a Kähler cone.
Proposition 2.1 says that given a Sasakian manifold, we have a Kähler cone metric on its sym-
plectization C(M,η). On the other hand, a Kähler cone metric induces a Sasakian structure on
M = {r = 1}. Indeed, the flow of ψ gives a projection pi : C → {r = 1} and a decomposition of
C as a Riemannian cone in the sense of [9, Definition 6.5.1]: C ≃ {r = 1} × R⋆+ with the metric
dr2 + r2pi⋆(g|M ). We set ξ := pi⋆(Iψ), η = 2d
c log(r)|{r=1} and define Φ as being the restriction of I
to ker η and Φ(ξ) = 0. It is straightforward to check that (M, ξ, η,Φ, g|M ) is a Sasakian manifold.
We summarize this discussion:
Proposition 2.3. There is a one-to-one correspondence between compact Sasakian manifolds and
Kähler cones.
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2.2 Basic Forms and Potentials
Here, we recall the definition of basic functions on Sasakian manifolds in order to provide a nice
description of Kähler cone metrics in terms of basic functions (Proposition 2.8). In the sequel, M is
a compact Sasakian manifold and we use the notations introduced in Section 2.1.
Definition 2.4. We say that a p-form α on M is basic if ιξα = 0 and Lξα = 0.
In the case of 0-forms we set: C∞B (M) := {φ ∈ C
∞(M),Lξφ = 0} .
Following [9, Section 7], one can define basic operators dB, ∂B , ∂B and their associated coho-
mologies. In this context, a ∂B∂B-lemma holds:
Lemma 2.5 ([9, Lemma 7.5.6]). Let M be a compact Sasakian manifold. Let ω and ω′ be closed,
basic cohomologous (1, 1)-forms. Then there exists a function φ ∈ C∞B (M) such that ω = ω
′+i∂B∂Bφ.
We refer to [9] for a proof and for many other properties of these operators. As in the Kähler
case we define the dcB operator (a real operator): d
c
B =
i
2 (∂B − ∂B) so that dBd
c
B = i∂B∂B . Basic
operators coincide with the usual ones on basic forms so we will often omit the subscript B.
We say that two Sasakian structures with the same Reeb vector field (ξ, η,Φ, g) and (ξ, η′,Φ′, g′)
on M have the same transverse structure if the following diagram commutes [9, Section 7.5.1].
TM
p
//
Φ

TM/Lξ
J

TM
p
oo
Φ′

TM
p
// TM/Lξ TMp
oo
Here, p is the natural projection, J is the map induced by Φ (defined by the right hand side of
the diagram) and Lξ is the line bundle generated by ξ. Let’s now compare two Sasakian structures
(ξ, η,Φ, g) and (ξ′, η′,Φ′, g′) on M with the same Reeb vector field: ξ = ξ′ and having the same
transverse structure. Note that this last condition is fundamental because we want to identify the
basic (1, 1)-forms in cohomology. Since η and η′ have the same Reeb vector field, the 1-form η − η′
is basic. Thus dη − dη′ is an exact basic form. Lemma 2.5 gives a basic function φ such that
d(η′ − η) = ddcφ. Since dη and dη′ are both real, φ is a smooth real function. This motivates the
definition of the following set of the so called Sasakian potentials:
H(M, ξ, dη) = {φ ∈ C∞B (M), dηφ = d(η + d
cφ) > 0} .
In the sequel, when there is no ambiguity, we will write H for the space of Sasakian potentials
H(M, ξ, dη).
Example 2.6. Consider the standard Sasakian structure on S3. Let φ ∈ H be a smooth Sasakian
potential. Since it is basic, one can find φ ∈ C∞(CP1) such that φ ◦H = φ, where H stands for the
Hopf fibration. Indeed, the orbits of the Reeb vector field are given by the Hopf fibration. Since
dηφ > 0, one has: H
⋆(2ωFS + dd
cφ) = dη+ ddc(H⋆φ) = dηφ > 0. Thus, φ ∈ H(CP
1, 2ωFS) (see (1)).
Remark 2.7. Using the fact that the (2n + 1)’th basic cohomology group is trivial on a (2n + 1)-
dimensional Sasakian manifold [9, Proposition 7.2.3], one gets:
ηφ ∧ (dηφ)
n = η ∧ (dηφ)
n,
since dcBφ is basic and so is dηφ.
We note that
dηφ > 0 ⇐⇒ ηφ ∧ dη
n
φ 6= 0.
Indeed, take a minimizing point p for φ. At p, since dη > 0, we have dηφ|p > 0. If ηφ∧dη
n
φ 6= 0, then
by continuity dηφ > 0 everywhere on M . On the other hand, if dηφ > 0, one can define a function g
such that: ηφ ∧ dη
n
φ = η ∧ dη
n
φ =: g(η ∧ dη
n). Suppose that g(p) = 0 where p ∈M . Then, on ker η|p
the 2-form dηφ is degenerate, indeed, (dη
n
φ)|p = ιξ(η ∧ dη
n
φ)|p = 0. This is a contradiction with the
positivity of the transverse Kähler form dηφ.
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Proposition 2.8. Let (M, ξ, η,Φ, g) be a compact Sasakian manifold. Let I be the induced complex
structure on C(M,η). Then, there is a one-to-one correspondence between the space of Sasakian
potentials, H, and the set of Kähler cone metrics on (C(M,η), I) with fixed radial vector field (i.e.
if r and r˜ are as in Definition 2.2 then we ask ψ = ψ˜).
Proof. Given a function u ∈ H, we set r˜ := re
u
2 . It is straighforward to check that it induces a
Kähler cone metric. On the other hand, fixing the complex structure I, the condition ψ = ψ˜ implies
that u := 2 log
(
r˜
r
)
is a basic function on M .
In particular, u ∈ H induces a new Sasakian structure (ξ, ηu,Φu, gu) on M with same Reeb
vector field. It is completely determined by u using the correspondences given in Proposition 2.3
and Proposition 2.8:
ηu := η + d
cu ; Φu := Φ− ξ ⊗ (d
cu ◦ Φ).
The Riemannian metric gu is then determined by (3). The new Sasakian structure (ξ, ηu,Φu, gu)
has the same transverse complex structure.
Observe that given a compact Sasakian manifold M , Sasakian structures induced by functions
in H have same volume (see [9, Proposition 7.5.10]):∫
M
η ∧ dηn =
∫
M
ηu ∧ dη
n
u .
This plays an important role when normalizing the Monge-Ampère measure.
3 The Geometry of Smooth Potentials
In this section, following the work of P. Guan and X. Zhang [40, 41], we present some results about
the geometry of H and its geodesics.
Given φ ∈ H, we introduce a L2-metric on the tangent space of H at φ, for ψ1, ψ2 ∈ TφH ≃
C∞B (M), we set:
〈ψ1, ψ2〉φ =
∫
M
(ψ1ψ2)ηφ ∧ dη
n
φ =
∫
M
(ψ1ψ2)η ∧ dη
n
φ .
Example 3.1. One can compute the metric on the space of Sasakian potentials for the sphere. For
any two f, g ∈ C∞B , we note f, g ∈ C
∞(CP1) such that f = f ◦H and g = g ◦H (see Example 2.6).
Denoting 〈·, ·〉
S3
the Riemannian metric on the space of Sasakian potentials of S3 and 〈·, ·〉
CP
1 the
one on the space of Kähler potentials on (CP1, 2ωFS) (see (2)) one has:〈
f , g
〉
S3,φ
= 2pi 〈f, g〉
CP
1,φ .
Indeed, the integrals of η along each orbit of ξ are equal to 2pi.
Let t ∈ [0, 1] 7→ φt be a smooth path in H and ψ1, ψ2 ∈ C
∞
B (M × [0, 1]) tangent to φ. Stokes’
theorem gives (see also [40, Proposition 1]):
d
dt
〈ψ1, ψ2〉φ =
〈
dψ1
dt
−
1
4
gφ(∇ψ1,∇φ˙), ψ2
〉
φ
+
〈
ψ1,
dψ2
dt
−
1
4
gφ(∇ψ2,∇φ˙)
〉
φ
,
where ∇ stands for the gradient associated to gφ.
Definition 3.2. Let φ : t ∈ [0, 1] 7→ φ(t) ∈ H be a smooth path and ψ tangent to φ identified with
smooth basic functions on M × [0, 1].
∇φ˙ψ := ψ˙ −
1
4
gφ(∇ψ,∇φ˙),
where ψ˙ = dψ
dt
.
We recall [40, Proposition 2] that the connection ∇ is compatible with 〈., .〉φ and torsion free.
Additionally, and this is crucial for Theorem 4.12, we have:
Proposition 3.3 ([40, Theorem 1]). The sectional curvature is non-positive.
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3.1 Geodesic Equations
In this section we present different equivalent formulations for the geodesic equation in H and give
an example on the 3-sphere S3. The natural geodesic equation in H is ∇
φ˙
φ˙ = 0, which writes:
φ¨−
1
4
gφ(∇φ˙,∇φ˙) = 0. (4)
In [39], it has been proved that at any point in M , one can choose a local system of coordinates
(τ, z1, ..., zn) ∈ (−δ, δ) × V ⊂ R× C
n such that (using Einstein summation convention):

ξ = ∂
∂τ
η = dτ − i
(
∂h
∂zj
dzj −
∂h
∂zj
dzj
)
Φ = i
(
Xj ⊗ dzj −Xj ⊗ dzj
)
g = η ⊗ η + ∂
2h
∂zk∂zj
(dzk ⊗ dzj + dzj ⊗ dzk),
(5)
where h is a local, real valued, basic function (i.e. ξh = 0), such that g is a positive definite and
Xj =
∂
∂zj
+ i
∂h
∂zj
∂
∂τ
; Xj =
∂
∂zj
− i
∂h
∂zj
∂
∂τ
.
Now, for φ ∈ H, the induced Sasakian structure can be locally written in the same coordinate system
as in (5) replacing h by hφ := h +
1
2φ. In such a coordinate system, the geodesic equation can be
rewritten as:
φ¨−
1
2
h,jkφ
∂φ˙
∂zk
∂φ˙
∂zj
= 0. (6)
P. Guan and X. Zhang [41, Proposition 2] showed that the geodesic equation (4) can be reformulated
as a Monge-Ampère type equation on the cone C(M). Given φt be a smooth path in H, we define
ψ on M ×
[
1, 32
]
by:
ψ(·, r) := φ2(r−1)(·) + 4 log(r). (7)
We set Ωψ := ωC +
r2
2
(
ddcψ − ∂ψ
∂r
ddcr
)
, where ωC is the Kähler form on the cone and d, d
c are the
usual operators on the cone.
Proposition 3.4 ([41, Proposition 2]). Fix ε ≥ 0. The following Dirichlet problems are equivalent.

(
φ¨− 14gφ(∇φ˙,∇φ˙)
)
η ∧ dηnφ = εη ∧ dη
n on M × (0, 1)
φ|t=0 = φ0
φ|t=1 = φ1.
(8)


Ωn+1Ψ = εr
2ωn+1C on M × (1,
3
2 )
ψ|t=1 = ψ1
ψ|t= 3
2
= ψ 3
2
.
(9)
Example 3.5. Recall that, for a Kähler manifold (X,ω), the geodesic equation on H(X,ω) is given,
in a chart where ω = i2ωjkdzj ∧ dzk, by: φ¨ − 2ω
jk
φ
∂φ˙
∂zj
∂φ˙
∂zk
= 0 (see [47, Equation 2.4.1] and (1) for
notations). In the case of CP1, for both usual charts, the metric ωFS is given by:
ωFS =
i
2
dz ∧ dz
(1 + zz)2
.
The computations are the same in both charts since here, we have: ω11 = (1 + zz)
−2. Recall that
the Hopf fibration brings back 2ωFS to dη: H
⋆(2ωFS) = dη. Thus, writing dη in coordinates as
7
in (5) gives: 2h11 = ω11 ◦ H. Therefore,
1
2h
11 = ω11 ◦ H. Pulling back the geodesic equation for
φ ∈ H(CP1, 2ωFS) by H exactly gives the geodesic equation (6) for φ◦H in H, the space of Sasakian
potentials on S3. For this reason, finding a geodesic in H boils down to finding one in H(CP1, 2ωFS).
In a chart of CP1, set:
φt := log(1 + e
2t|z|2)− 2 log(1 + |z|2).
This map is defined so that 2ωFS + dd
cφt = dd
c log(1+ e2t|z|2). Now using the reformulation of [47,
Equation 2.4.1] in terms of Monge-Ampère equation (see for example [43, Section 15.2.2.1]), we see
that φt is a geodesic in H(CP
1, 2ωFS), indeed: on C
2,
(
ddc log(1 + |ζ|2|z|2)
)2
= 0. Thus φt ◦H is a
geodesic in H. Note that, on CP1, in terms of metrics, this geodesic goes from ωFS to C
⋆ωFS where
C : [z0 : z1] 7→ [z0 : ez1] is a conformal map on CP
1.
4 Geometry of the Metric Completion of H
4.1 Plurisubharmonic Functions
Here, we present the material we need about plurisubharmonicity. We refer to [43] for an extensive
reference about plurisubharmonicity.
Definition 4.1. A function u : M → R ∪ {−∞} is said to be (transverse) dη-plurisubharmonic
(dη-psh) if u is invariant under the Reeb flow, if u is locally the sum of a smooth function and a
plurisubharmonic function and:
dη + ddcu ≥ 0,
in the sense of currents. We let PSH(M, ξ, dη) be the set of all dη-plurisubharmonic functions which
are not identically −∞.
The first result we state about this class of function is an approximation result analogous to the
Kähler case. It will be used in the sequel.
Proposition 4.2 ([45, Lemma 3.1]). Given u ∈ PSH(M, ξ, dη), there exists a sequence uk ∈ H
decreasing to u.
We can now define an analogue of the Monge-Ampère measure for functions in PSH(M, ξ, dη).
For bounded plurisubharmonic function, C. Van Coevering [56] adapted the Bedford-Taylor theory
to the Sasaki setting, hence defining η ∧ dηnu when u ∈ PSH(M, ξ, dη) is bounded. As in the
Kähler case, we extend the definition: for u ∈ PSH(M, ξ, dη) we set uj := max(u,−j). Following
[45, Definition 3.2], we set η ∧ dηnu := limj→∞ 1{u>−j}η ∧ dη
n
uj
. Note that thanks to the maximum
principle [45, Proposition 3.2], this in an increasing sequence of measures. The limit is then a measure
with total mass smaller that the total volume:
∫
M
η ∧ dηn. We then define the set of functions with
full Monge-Ampère mass:
E(M, ξ, dη) :=
{
u ∈ PSH(M, ξ, dη);
∫
M
η ∧ dηnu =
∫
M
η ∧ dηn
}
.
At this point, we can define a special subset of E(M, ξ, dη). For any u ∈ PSH(M, ξ, dη) we set
E(u) :=
∫
M
|u|2η ∧ dηnu ∈ [0,+∞]. and we define the following finite energy class:
E2(M, ξ, dη) := {u ∈ E(M, ξ, dη);E(u) <∞} .
We refer to [45, Section 3] for a deep study of finite energy class.
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4.2 Weak Geodesics
In order to prove that the function d on H×H defined in Section 4.3 is a distance [41, Theorem 3],
P. Guan and X. Zhang proved, among others, a technical result [41, Lemma 14] in order to get the
triangle inequality. This Lemma proves the existence of weak geodesics and gives an approximation
with ε-geodesic. Following [41] we define weak geodesics and ε-geodesics. Here and in the sequel,
M :=M ×
[
1, 32
]
⊂ C(M) and C1,1(M) is the closure of smooth function under the norm: ||·||
C1,1
:=
||·||C1(M ) + supM |∆ · |, where ∆ is the Riemannian Laplacian on C(M).
Definition 4.3. For any φ0, φ1 ∈ H, we say that :
1. φt is a weak geodesic between φ0 and φ1 if the function ψ = φ2(r−1) +4 log(r) defined in (7) is
a weak solution to (9)ε=0 (i.e. ψ is a bounded function such that Ωψ > 0 and Ω
n+1
ψ = 0).
2. φεt is a ε-geodesic between φ0 and φ1 if ψ
ε := φε2(r−1) + 4 log(r) satisfies Ωψε > 0 and (9).
Proposition 4.4 ([41, Theorem 1]). For any smooth φ0, φ1 ∈ H, there exists a unique C
1,1(M ) weak
geodesic between φ0 and φ1.
This result has been extended to [41, Lemma 14] which will be crucial in the sequel.
Proposition 4.5 ([41, Lemma 14]). Let ϕ0, ϕ1 be smooth paths in H: ϕi : s ∈ [0, 1] 7→ ϕi(·, s) ∈ H
(i = 1, 2). For ε0 small enough, there exist a unique two parameter smooth families of curves
ϕ : [0, 1] × [0, 1] × (0, ε0] −→ H
(t, s, ε) 7−→ ϕ(·, t, s, ε)
such that the following hold:
i. Setting ψs,ε(r, ·) := ϕ(·, 2(r − 1), s, ε) + 4 log(r), ψ verifies (9) and Ωψ > 0. In particular, for
fixed s, we get a ε-geodesic between ϕ0(·, s) and ϕ1(·, s).
ii. There exists a uniform constant C which depends only on ϕ0 and ϕ1 such that:
|ϕ|+
∣∣∣∣∂ϕ∂s
∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∂ϕ∂t
∣∣∣∣ < C ; 0 < ∂2ϕ∂t2 < C ; ∂
2ϕ
∂s2
< C.
iii. For fixed s, the ε-approximating geodesic ϕ(·, t, s, ε) converges, when ε → 0, to the unique
geodesic between ϕ0(·, s) and ϕ1(·, s) in C
1,1-topology.
Proposition 4.6 ([56, Section 2.4]). The ε-geodesics are decreasing to the weak geodesic.
4.3 Distance on H and on E2
In this section, following [41, 45], we define a natural distance d on H for which we give a nice
expression in Proposition 4.8. Then, we extend the distance d to E2(M, ξ, dη).
4.3.1 Distance for Smooth potentials
Recall that we defined a Riemannian metric on H for which the length of a smooth path φt ∈ H is
given by:
l(φ) :=
∫ 1
0
√∫
M
(φ˙t)2η ∧ dη
n
φt
dt.
P. Guan and X. Zhang [41, Theorem 3] proved that the length of the weak geodesic induces a
distance. A straightforward consequence of [41, Theorem 3 and Equation (7.15)] is that this length
is equal to:
d(φ0, φ1) = inf {l(φ) | φ is a smooth path joining φ0 and φ1} .
In particular, d is a distance on H and we have:
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Proposition 4.7 ([41, Equation (7.15)]). Let φ0, φ1 ∈ H and φ
ε
t be the ε-geodesic between φ0 and
φ1 then:
d(φ0, φ1) = lim
ε→0
∫ 1
0
√∫
M
(φ˙εt )
2η ∧ dηnφεt
dt.
The following will be of a great use in the proof of Theorem 4.12.
Proposition 4.8. Given φ0, φ1 ∈ H and φt be the weak geodesic and φ
ε
t the ε-geodesic between φ0
and φ1, one has:
∀t ∈ [0, 1], d(φ0, φ1)
2 =
∫
M
(φ˙t)
2η ∧ dηnφt = limε→0
∫
M
(φ˙εt )
2η ∧ dηnφεt .
Proof. P. Guan and X. Zhang [41, Theorem 1] showed that there exists a constant C independent
of ε such that ||φεt ||C2w ≤ C. We set e
ε(t) :=
∫
M
(φ˙εt )
2η ∧ dηnφεt
. Thus, using (8) we have:
deε
dt
= 2
〈
∇
φ˙εt
φ˙εt , φ˙
ε
t
〉
φεt
= 2ε
∫
M
φ˙εtη ∧ dη
n ≤ 2εC Vol(M) := 2εC
∫
M
η ∧ dηn.
For any fixed t ∈ [0, 1], this gives: |l(φε)−
√
eε(t)| → 0. But, using the estimate of Proposition 4.5
and Ascoli theorem gives a subsequence such that φ˙εt → φt uniformly.
We also have the weak convergence of measures [45, Proposition 3.1]: Suppose that uj ∈
PSH(M, ξ, dη) ∩ L∞ decreases to u ∈ PSH(M, ξ, dη) ∩ L∞ then η ∧ dηnuj → η ∧ dη
n
u in the weak
sense of measures. This, with Proposition 4.7 gives the result.
4.3.2 Extension of d to E2
As in the Kähler setting, using smooth approximations given by Proposition 4.2 one can extend
the distance defined on H to E2(M, ξ, dη). Given φ0, φ1 ∈ E
2(M, ξ, dη), and φk0, φ
k
1 ∈ H decreasing
respectively to φ0, φ1, we set d˜(φ0, φ1) := limk→∞ d(φ
k
0 , φ
k
1). W. He and J. Li proved [45, Lemma
4.6] that the definition above is independent of the choice of the approximate sequences. They also
extended T. Darvas results to Sasakian manifolds and in particular showed (E2(M, ξ, dη), d˜) is the
metric completion of (H, d) ([45, Theorem 2]). Additionally, one can consider t 7→ φkt ∈ H∆ the
weak geodesic between φk0 and φ
k
1 . This is a decreasing sequence (this follows from the maximum
principle [45, Lemma 4.1]). We set, for t ∈ (0, 1):
φt := lim
k→∞
φkt .
Using these notations, W. He and J. Li proved the following:
Proposition 4.9 ([45, Lemma 4.7]). The map t 7→ φt is a geodesic segment in the sense of metric
spaces. In particular, for all l ∈ (0, 1), d˜(φ0, φl) = ld˜(φ0, φ1).
Proposition 4.10 ([45, Lemma 4.11]). Let u ∈ E2(M, ξ, dη). If uk ∈ E
2(M, ξ, dη) decreases to u
then, d(uk, u)→ 0.
4.4 Non-Positive Curvature
We first prove a CAT(0)-type inequality for H (Theorem 4.12) and then extend it to E2(M, ξ, dη)
(Theorem 4.13). The proof is adapted from the Kähler case done by E. Calabi and X. X. Chen [17,
Theorem 1.1] and T. Darvas [30].
Definition 4.11 (CAT(0) spaces [14]). A geodesic metric space (X, d) is said to be non-positively
curved in the sense of Alexandrov if for any distinct points q, r ∈ X, there exists a geodesic γ :
[0, 1] → X joining q, r such that for any a ∈ γ and p ∈ X the following inequality is satisfied:
d(p, a)2 ≤ λd(p, r)2 + (1− λ)d(p, q)2 − λ(1− λ)d(q, r)2.
Where λ = d(q,a)
d(q,r) < 1.
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In this manuscript, we only give this suitable definition of CAT(0) spaces. We refer to [14] for
more about CAT(0) spaces.
Theorem 4.12. Given p, q, r ∈ H and λ ∈ (0, 1). If we denote φqr the weak geodesic segment
between q and r and a ∈ φqr such that λd(q, r) = d˜(q, a) then:
d˜(p, a)2 ≤ λd(p, r)2 + (1− λ)d(p, q)2 − λ(1− λ)d(q, r)2.
It is worth mentioning that one cannot say that H is a CAT(0) space since the element a above
only lies in H∆ (H is not a geodesic metric space).
Proof. We fix ε, ε′ > 0. And three potentials p, q, r ∈ H. Proposition 4.5 applied to the constant path
φ0 ≡ p and φ1 the ε
′-geodesic joining q to r gives a two-parameter family of curves: φ(., t, s, ε). Recall
that for fixed s, the path t 7→ φ(., t, s, ε) is a ε geodesic. We denote X = ∂φ
∂t
and Y = ∂φ
∂s
. Finally,
we write E(s) the total energy of the ε-geodesic between p and φ(., 1, s, ε): E(s) :=
∫ 1
0 〈X,X〉φ dt.
Let’s compute the first derivative of E.
1
2
dE
ds
=
1
2
∫ 1
0
∂
∂s
〈X,X〉φ dt =
∫ 1
0
〈∇YX,X〉φ dt =
∫ 1
0
(
∂
∂t
〈X,Y 〉φ − 〈∇XX,Y 〉φ
)
dt
= 〈X,Y 〉φ |t=1 −
∫ 1
0
〈∇XX,Y 〉φ dt.
The last term in the above equation can be written thanks to (8) as:∫ 1
0
∫
M
Y∇XXη ∧ dη
n
φdt = ε
∫ 1
0
∫
M
∂φ
∂s
η ∧ dηndt.
Thus,
1
2
dE
ds
= 〈X,Y 〉φ |t=1 − ε
∫ 1
0
∫
M
∂φ
∂s
η ∧ dηndt.
Before computing the second derivative of E, we prove that, at t = 1:
〈Y,∇XY 〉φ ≥ 〈Y, Y 〉φ . (10)
Indeed, setting H = η∧dη
n
η∧dηn
φ
, since the sectional curvature is negative and ∇XY = ∇YX,
1
2
∂2
∂t2
〈Y, Y 〉φ = 〈∇YX,∇XY 〉φ + 〈∇X∇YX,Y 〉φ
= 〈∇XY,∇XY 〉φ + 〈∇Y∇XX,Y 〉φ −K(X,Y )
≥ 〈∇XY,∇XY 〉φ + ε
〈
∇Y
(
η ∧ dηn
η ∧ dηnφ
)
, Y
〉
φ
≥ 〈∇XY,∇XY 〉φ + ε
∫
M
∂φ
∂s
(
∂H
∂s
−
1
4
gφ
(
∇H,∇
∂φ
∂s
))
η ∧ dηnφ .
On the other hand:
∂H
∂s
η ∧ dηnφ + nHη ∧ dd
c
(
∂φ
∂s
)
∧ dηn−1φ = 0.
Thus the last term above simplifies in
−nε
∫
M
∂φ
∂s
Hη ∧ ddc
(
∂φ
∂s
)
∧ dηn−1φ −
ε
4
∫
M
∂φ
∂s
gφ
(
∇H,∇
∂φ
∂s
)
η ∧ dηnφ
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=
ε
4
∫
M
gφ
(
∇
(
∂φ
∂s
H
)
,∇
∂φ
∂s
)
−
∂φ
∂s
gφ
(
∇H,∇
∂φ
∂s
)
η ∧ dηnφ
=
ε
4
∫
M
gφ
(
∇
∂φ
∂s
,∇
∂φ
∂s
)
η ∧ dηn ≥ 0.
In the above computation we used Stokes’ theorem. Therefore,
1
2
∂2
∂t2
〈Y, Y 〉φ ≥ 〈∇XY,∇XY 〉φ .
This shows that t 7→ |Y (t)|φ (norm associated to gφ) is convex. But Y (0) = 0 so we get the claim
(10). We can now compute the second derivative of E(s):
1
2
d2E
ds2
=
d
ds
〈X,Y 〉φ − ε
∫ 1
0
∫
M
∂2φ
∂s2
η ∧ dηndt
= 〈∇XY, Y 〉φ |t=1 + 〈X,∇Y Y 〉φ |t=1 − ε
∫ 1
0
∫
M
∂2φ
∂s2
η ∧ dηndt
≥ 〈Y, Y 〉φ |t=1 +
∫
M
∂φ
∂t︸︷︷︸
≥−C
∇Y Y η ∧ dη
n
φ︸ ︷︷ ︸
=ε′η∧dηn
|t=1 − ε
∫ 1
0
∫
M
∂2φ
∂s2︸︷︷︸
≤C
η ∧ dηndt
≥ 〈Y, Y 〉φ |t=1 − (ε+ ε
′)C Vol(M).
Where we used the fact that φ1 = φ(., 1, s, ε) is an ε
′-geodesic, and the estimates of Proposition
4.5. But 〈Y, Y 〉φ |t=1 is exactly the energy of the ε
′-geodesic joining q and r which we denote Eε
′
(qr).
Thus, we finally have:
1
2
d2E
ds2
≥ Eε
′
(qr) − (vε+ ε
′)C Vol(M).
This implies: E(s) ≤ (1− s)E(0) + sE(1) + (s2− s)
(
Eε
′
(qr) − (ε+ ε
′)C Vol(M)
)
. Now, we fix s and
let ε→ 0. Proposition 4.8 gives ;
d(p, φ1(., s))
2 ≤ (1− s)d(p, q)2 + sd(p, r)2 + (s2 − s)Eε
′
(qr) − ε
′C Vol(M)(s2 − s).
But φ1(., s) being on the ε
′-geodesic φ1, denoting φqr the weak geodesic segment between q
and r, we have that φ1(., s) decreases to φqr(s) as soon as ε
′ → 0. So Proposition 4.10 gives that
d(p, φ1(., s)) → d˜(p, φqr(s)), and thus:
d˜(p, φqr(s))
2 ≤ (1− s)d(p, q)2 + sd(p, r)2 + (s2 − s)d(q, r)2.
The conclusion follows from Proposition 4.9.
Theorem 4.13. E2(M, ξ, dη) is a CAT(0) space.
Proof. Let p, q, r ∈ E2(M, ξ, dη). We consider decreasing approximations: pk, qk, rk ∈ H. Theorem
4.12 gives:
d˜(pk, φqkrk(s))
2 ≤ (1− s)d(pk, qk)2 + sd(pk, rk)2 + (s2 − s)d(qk, rk)2.
where φqkrk ∈ H∆ is the weak geodesic between q
k and rk which decreases to the metric geodesic
defined by (4.3.2). Using Proposition 4.10 gives the CAT(0) inequality for E2(M, ξ, dη) since φqr is
a geodesic in the metric sense according to Proposition 4.9.
12
References
[1] M. Abreu. Kähler geometry of toric varieties and extremal metrics. International Journal of Mathematics,
9(06):641–651, 1998.
[2] B. S. Acharya, J. Figueroa-O’Farrill, C. Hull, and B. Spence. Branes at conical singularities and holography.
arXiv preprint hep-th/9808014, 1998.
[3] V. I. Arnold. Mathematical Methods of Classical Mechanics. Springer, 1978.
[4] T. Aubin. Equations de type Monge-Ampère sur les variétés kählérienne compactes. Bull. Sci. Math., 102:63–95,
1978.
[5] R. Berman and B. Berndtsson. Convexity of the K-energy on the space of Kähler metrics and uniqueness of
extremal metrics. Journal of the American Mathematical Society, 30(4):1165–1196, 2017.
[6] B. Berndtsson. A Brunn–Minkowski type inequality for Fano manifolds and some uniqueness theorems in Kähler
geometry. Inventiones mathematicae, 200(1):149–200, 2015.
[7] C. P. Boyer and K. Galicki. 3-Sasakian manifolds. arXiv preprint hep-th/9810250, 1998.
[8] C. P. Boyer and K. Galicki. On Sasakian-Einstein geometry. arXiv preprint hep-th/9811098, 1998.
[9] C. P. Boyer and K. Galicki. Sasakian Geometry. Oxford University Press, 2007.
[10] C. P. Boyer, K. Galicki, and J. Kollár. Einstein metrics on spheres. Annals of Mathematics, (162):557–580, 2005.
[11] C. P. Boyer, K. Galicki, and B. M. Mann. 3-Sasakian manifolds. Proceedings of the Japan Academy, Series A,
Mathematical Sciences, 69(8):335–340.
[12] C. P. Boyer, K. Galicki, and B. M. Mann. Quaternionic reduction and Einstein manifolds. Communications in
Analysis and Geometry, 1(2):229–279.
[13] C. P. Boyer and C. W. Tønnesen-Friedman. Extremal Sasakian geometry on T2 × S3 and related manifolds.
Compositio Mathematica, 149(8):1431–1456, Jun 2013.
[14] M. R. Bridson and A. Haefliger. Metric Spaces of Non-Positive Curvature, volume 61 of Grundlehren der
mathematischen Wissenschaften. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 1999.
[15] E. Calabi. Extremal Kähler metrics. Seminar on Differential Geometry. (AM-102), pages 259–290, 1982.
[16] E. Calabi. Extremal Kähler Metrics II, pages 95–114. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1985.
[17] E. Calabi and X. Chen. The space of Kähler metrics II. Journal of Differential Geometry, 61(2):173–193, 2002.
[18] X. Chen. The space of Kähler metrics. Journal of Differential Geometry, 56(2):189–234, 2000.
[19] X. Chen. Space of Kähler metrics III – on the lower bound of the Calabi energy and geodesic distance. Inventiones
mathematicae, 175:453–503, 03 2009.
[20] X. Chen and J. Cheng. On the constant scalar curvature Kähler metrics, apriori estimates. 2017.
[21] X. Chen and J. Cheng. On the constant scalar curvature Kähler metrics, existence results. 2018.
[22] X. Chen and J. Cheng. On the constant scalar curvature Kähler metrics, general automorphism group. 2018.
[23] X. Chen, S. Donaldson, and S. Sun. Kähler-Einstein metrics on Fano manifolds. I: Approximation of metrics
with cone singularities. Journal of the American Mathematical Society, 28(1):183–197, 2015.
[24] X. Chen, S. Donaldson, and S. Sun. Kähler-Einstein metrics on Fano manifolds. II: Limits with cone angle less
than 2pi. Journal of the American Mathematical Society, 28(1):199–234, 2015.
[25] X. Chen, S. Donaldson, and S. Sun. Kähler-Einstein metrics on Fano manifolds. III: Limits as cone angle
approaches 2pi and completion of the main proof. Journal of the American Mathematical Society, 28(1):235–278,
2015.
[26] X. Chen and S. Sun. Space of Kähler metrics (V)–Kähler quantization. pages 19–41. Springer, 2012.
[27] X. Chen and G. Tian. Geometry of Kähler metrics and foliations by holomorphic discs. Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes
Etudes Sci., 2008.
[28] J. Chu, V. Tosatti, and B. Weinkove. C1,1 regularity for degenerate complex Monge–Ampère equations and
geodesic rays. Communications in Partial Differential Equations, 43(2):292–312, 2 2018.
[29] T. C. Collins and G. Székelyhidi. K-semistability for irregular Sasakian manifolds. J. Differential Geom.,
109(1):81–109, May 2018.
[30] T. Darvas. The Mabuchi completion of the space of Kähler potentials. American Journal of Mathematics,
139(5):1275–1313, 2017.
[31] T. Darvas. Weak geodesic rays in the space of Kähler potentials and the class E(X,ω). Journal of the Institute
of Mathematics of Jussieu, 16(4):837–858, 2017.
[32] T. Darvas. The isometries of the space of Kähler metrics. arXiv preprint arXiv:1902.06124, 2019.
13
[33] S. K. Donaldson. Symmetric spaces, Kähler geometry and Hamiltonian dynamics. Vol. 196 of A.M.S. Transl.
Ser. 2, 13–33. Amer. Math. Soc., 1999.
[34] S. K. Donaldson. Constant scalar curvature metrics on toric surfaces. Geometric and Functional Analysis,
19(1):83–136, 2009.
[35] T. Friedrich and I. Kath. 7-dimensional compact Riemannian manifolds with Killing spinors. Communications
in mathematical physics, 133(3):543–561, 1990.
[36] A. Futaki. An obstruction to the existence of Einstein Kähler metrics. Inventiones mathematicae, 73(3):437–443,
1983.
[37] A. Futaki, H. Ono, G. Wang, et al. Transverse Kähler geometry of Sasaki manifolds and toric Sasaki-Einstein
manifolds. Journal of Differential Geometry, 83(3):585–636, 2009.
[38] J. P. Gauntlett, D. Martelli, J. Sparks, D. Waldram, et al. Sasaki-Einstein metrics on S2 × S3. Advances in
Theoretical and Mathematical Physics, 8(4):711–734, 2004.
[39] M. Godlinski, W. Kopczynski, and P. Nurowski. Locally Sasakian manifolds. Classical and Quantum Gravity,
17(18):L105, 2000.
[40] P. Guan and X. Zhang. A geodesic equation in the space of Sasakian metrics. Geometry and analysis, (1):303–318,
2010.
[41] P. Guan and X. Zhang. Regularity of the geodesic equation in the space of Sasakian metrics. Advances in
Mathematics, 230(1):321–371, 2012.
[42] V. Guedj and A. Zeriahi. The weighted Monge–Ampère energy of quasiplurisubharmonic functions. Journal of
Functional Analysis, 250(2):442–482, Sept. 2007.
[43] V. Guedj and A. Zeriahi. Degenerate Complex Monge–Ampère Equations. EMS Tracts in Mathematics. 2017.
[44] W. He. Scalar curvature and properness on Sasaki manifolds. arXiv preprint arXiv:1802.03841, 2018.
[45] W. He and J. Li. Geometric pluripotential theory on Sasaki manifolds. The Journal of Geometric Analysis, pages
1–87, 2019.
[46] E. Legendre. Existence and non-uniqueness of constant scalar curvature toric Sasaki metrics. Compositio Math-
ematica, 147(5):1613–1634, Jul 2011.
[47] T. Mabuchi. Some symplectic geometry on compact Kähler manifolds. I. Osaka journal of mathematics,
24(2):227–252, 1987.
[48] J. Maldacena. The large-N limit of superconformal field theories and supergravity. International journal of
theoretical physics, 38(4):1113–1133, 1999.
[49] D. Martelli, J. Sparks, and S.-T. Yau. The geometric dual of a–maximisation for toric Sasaki–Einstein manifolds.
Communications in Mathematical Physics, 268(1):39–65, Aug 2006.
[50] D. Martelli, J. Sparks, and S.-T. Yau. Sasaki–Einstein manifolds and volume minimisation. Communications in
Mathematical Physics, 280(3):611–673, Apr 2008.
[51] D. R. Morrison and M. R. Plesser. Non-spherical horizons, I. arXiv preprint hep-th/9810201, 1998.
[52] S. Sasaki. On differentiable manifolds with certain structures which are closely related to almost contact structure
I. Tohoku Mathematical Journal, Second Series, 12(3):459–476, 1960.
[53] S. Semmes. Complex Monge-Ampère and symplectic manifolds. American Journal of Mathematics, pages 495–
550, 1992.
[54] G. Tian. Kähler-Einstein metrics with positive scalar curvature. Inventiones Mathematicae, 130(1):1–37, 1997.
[55] G. Tian. Kähler–Einstein metrics on Fano manifolds. Japanese Journal of Mathematics, 10(1):1–41, 2015.
[56] C. van Coevering. Monge-Ampère operators, energy functionals, and uniqueness of Sasaki-extremal metrics.
arXiv preprint arXiv:1511.09167, 2015.
[57] S.-T. Yau. On the Ricci curvature of a compact Kähler manifold and the complex Monge-Ampére equation, I.
Communications on pure and applied mathematics, 31(3):339–411, 1978.
14
